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October 10,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abmnthy 
F e d d  Communications Commhsion 
445 12th Sizeet; NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I m witkg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast @'' technology for Wtal televiPion. AS 0 comumer 
and citizen, 1 feel mtonglythat such a policy would be bad for innowtioh consumer dghts, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elechonics mwt be rooted in manufncmm' ability to innovate for their cuetomera. ~ U o w i n p  
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwiU enable the sh ld io~  to tell technologists what new producrs they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessdy  reflect what consumers like me a d y  want, and it could result in me b e i q  
charged more money for W&r functio&@. 

If the FCC isnues a broadcast fleg mandate, I would achlauy be less Wrely to mske an investment in DTV-cupable receiverl w d  other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights ut the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast tlag 
technology for Wtal televieion. T h d  you for your &e. 

Sincerely, 

scon Lepers 
4401 Mmdian .We. N 
Seattle, WA 98103 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernachy, 

I am Writing to VOlCe my opposklon to any FCCmsndated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly chat such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon o? D N  

A robust, campettlve market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhffurers abllky to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle nudlos to veta features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the nudlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology far dlgml televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

James Nash 
84 Park St 
Bul(al0, NY 14261 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federa Communlcatlons Cornmlssbn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am wrltlng to express my deep opposltlon to any government(FCC)-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for 
dlgkal teleVl3lon. As an Amerlcan, a voter. and a movle goer, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for lnnovatlon 
In the Industry , consumer rlghts and the ultlmate adoption of O N .  

The people who brought us Dlgltal TV were only able to do so because o? a market that ?avored Innovation without Industry 
overslght. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In product9 that don't nacessorlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually mnt, and lt could result In me belng charged more money 101 Inferior functlonallty. Thls Is contrary to our current 
economlc model and Is slmply not necessary. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equipment. I wlll not pay more ror devlces that llmit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgital televlslon. Tne consumers wlll not accept t and the FCC wlll have hlndered 
expresslon and lnnovatlon yet agaln. Thanks for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Bryan Kennedy 
1174SelbyAvenue 
Salnt Paul, MN 55104 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communicntions Cammiaiion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemthy, 

I nm writing to voice my oppoeition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "brondcnot flag" technology for digital television. AU a c o m e r  
and atken, I feet shongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, conewer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

.4 robwt, competitive mnrket for consumer electronics musf be rooted in manufaorwere' atdlity to innovnte for theh cwtomem. Auowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the mdios to tell teehnoloejsts what new products they can 
create. lhis dl result in products that don't necessarily refleft whnt carnumen &e me a c d y  want and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for infnior funotionality. 

If the FCC issues B broadcast flng mandate, I would actually be less liLely to m&e an inveetment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. 1 wil l  notpay more for devices that b i t  my l i g h l s  at the behest of Hollywood. meme do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for %tal television. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Derek Pow=& 
915 Cole Street it356 
San Francwca, CA 941 17 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 2 58.48 PM, 10/10/03 5413023099 

October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtal  
telewsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, a d  the ultimate adoption of D'W. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowingmome studios to veto feature5 of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studios to 
tell technologmts what new products they can create. Thir  will result m products that don't necesrady reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result m me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to m a k  an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollymood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for +?tal telewsion. Thank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Mueller 
3956 E Flower St  
Tucson, AZ 85712 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgtal televlslon As a 
consumer and citlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for lnlerlor lunctlonality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgka televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely, 

Zachary Holman 
3765 mt Vernon ave 
Clnclnnatl. OH 45209 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voice my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cnlren, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers abllity to Innovate ror thelr 
customers Allowlng movle Studlos to veta features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually w n t ,  and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor funalonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable reeelvers 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for dwlce$ that llmii my r l g h  at the behest e? Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely, 

Kelly Gulmont 
8729 SE Alder 
Podand, OR 97216 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. .%bemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wa3hington, D.C. 20554 

Dear ffithleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag technology for digital 
telemsion. A5 a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoptlon of Dn'. 

If the motion picture studros have their way, the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) will force all 
future telemeions to indude Hollymood-approved "content protection" technologies. Fair use, innovation and 
competition will suffer. What's more, the "broadcast tllg" technology that the Motion Picture Association of 
America (MPAA) has proposed is so weak that it will do nothmg to stem Internet redlrtnbution of televlsion 
programs. In fact, the only people hurt by hs are legitimate consumers, innovators and researchers. 

A robust. competitive mnrket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mome stud~os to veto features of DTV-recepbon equipment Wll enable the etud~os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. Tlus WU result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers like me actuallywant, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equxpment. I will not pay more for devices that limt my rights at the behest of HoUy.vood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for drgtal television. ?hulk you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Zac Holman 
3765 Mount Vernon Ave 
Cincinnati, OH 45209 
USA 

. .  
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen a. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to voke my opposltlnn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon a? Ubroad~ast ?lag" technology for dlgital televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlnn, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate lor thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment WIII enable the studloo to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessurlly refleet what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast Clog mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investinern In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay morelor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgka televlslon. Thank you lor your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Mlchael Harrls 
1447 West Althur Avenue 
Apaltment dl 1 
Chlcago, IL 60626 
USA 
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October IO, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am wrltlng to voke my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and etlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competitlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In man~hc t~ re rs '  abllRy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to td technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessorlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that hit my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadeast flag technology for dlgltul televlslon Thank you for your Ume 

Slneerely. 

Bradley Buda 
1109 WhRe St 
Ann Arbor, MI 48104 
USA 
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October 10,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. .4bmathy 
Federal Communications Commiaaion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washhgtq  D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abrmathy, 

I m u¶iting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for digital television. As n consumer 
and c i k n ,  I feel &ongly thnt such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufncmers' ability to innovate for their cuntomers. dloW;ie 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-seception equipment will enable the studios to te l l  technologists what new produote they CM 

create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers lite me a c M y  wmt, and it could result in me being 
cherged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flae mandate, I would actudy be lesi litely to mate an i n v e h e n t  in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my +ts nt the behent of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for WtnI televirdan. lhnnk you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin scheetz 
7014 Southbeny Hill 
C d e l d ,  OH 44406 
USA 
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October I O ,  2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlssbn 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgnal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a POIICY would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghn, and the ultimate 
adoptlnn of DN. 

A robust, competlrlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and il could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcastflag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgita televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely 

Joe Hughas 
32 Oak St. #2 
Somervllle, MA 02143 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 
Dear Kathleen Abcrnathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Alberto Escarlate 
163  Imperial Ave 
Westport. CT 06880 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NE' 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear IGthleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flng" technology for &gitd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the dbmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacmrers' aMty to innovate foc 
their customers. AllowingmoxGe smdms to veto features of DTV-ceception equipmentwll enable the stu&os to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ' h s  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me ncmdly want, and it  could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wll  not pay more for demces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgtd television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Arun Murh 
3306 Newton Street 
Torrance, CA 90505 
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrhlng to volce my opposhlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ol"broadcaot?lag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlan of DN. 

A robust, competltlve markt  for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty M Innoate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the Studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly rellect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor lnferlor lunctlonaltf 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I wauld actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmh my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your t h e .  

Slncerely, 

erlc garner 
4006 NE 1 lth 
Portland, OR 97212 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make! an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limlt lay rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Dave Marti 
699 Sherrylynn Blvd #16 
Pleasant Hill. IA 50327  
USA 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digtal 
television. .4s a consumer and citizen, I feel strongIy that such a policywould be bad €or innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulbmate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elecno~cs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipmentwill enable the studtor to 
tell technologrsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me nctudly want, m d  it could result in me being charged more money €or infenor 
functiondity. 

If the FCC issuer a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to m& an invesbnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I vnll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &gtd  television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Nelson Wiihnson 
2028 N Taylor St. 
Arlmgton, VA 22207 
USA 
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October 1 0 .  2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me baing charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 
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October 10, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I a m  e h n g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dtgtal 
television. A s  a consumer and cihzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovstion, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate adophon of Dn7, 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTKreception equipment will enable the studtos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This mll result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actudlywant, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invesment in Dm-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I Wll not pay more tor devlces that limlt my dghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal telemsion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

H. Nix 
105 Dons Lane Apt. A 
Florence, AL 35630 
USA 
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October 10. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q, Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlans Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN. 

A robust, competlthre market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuracturen' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlcen that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgRal televlalon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely. 

Tlmothy Meclanahan 
1441 102nd Ave NE 
Bellevue, WA 98004 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to valce my apposltlnn to any FCC-mandated adoptlon o? "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I fed strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust competitive market rar consumer electronics must be rooted In manuracturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto reatures or DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologlns 
what new products they can crsate Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly refleet what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more maney for Inferlorfunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and nther equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Joseph Klare 
2529 Frank St 
Vllla Hllls, KY 41017 
USA 



Page 1 of 1 6.03:14AM, 10/13IO3 5413023099 . 

October 11,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sweet, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemathy, 

I un 
and d ~ e n ,  I feel stxongly that such a policy would be bad for havation, consumer rights, and the ulthate adoption of D P .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturm' amy to innovate for their customers. 40- 
movie Srudios to veto features of MV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create ?%is will reault in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me a c M y  want and it could result in me b e i q  
c h q e d  more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcaot flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an invement in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I wiil not pay more for devices that limit my +tu at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Tnant you for your h e  

to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televiPion. As a consumer 

Sincerely, 

Jason Wnker 
843 N. Washtenaw, FL 3 
Chicago: IL 60622 
USA 
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October 11; 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washingto& D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I m w~?&g to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandnted sdoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. As n consumer 
end citizen, I feel SQOngly that such a policy would be bad far innovatioh cnnuumer rights, andthe ultimate adoption of DIY. 

A robuet. competitive market for consumer elecQodcs must be rooted in manufacturers' abilin/ to innovate for thek customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DlV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what n& products they can 
create. This will resulf in products that don't necessdy  reflect what consumers Wre me actudy want, and it could result in me bein$ 
charged more money for inferior hctionality. 

lfthe FCC issues a broadcmt flag mandate, 1 would actudy be less Bely  to mate an inveptmmf in DSV-capable receiver@ and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brondcw flag 
technology for digital television. Thhant you for your h e .  

Sincerely: 

John Lamb 
21902 Albion Ave 
Fnrmhgtan Hills, MI 48336 
USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NbJ 
Washington, D C .  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for  consumer electronics nust be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an iuvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that llmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

John Hayes 
3 8 0 6  C Grey Fox Circle 
Williamsburg. V A  2 3 1 8 8  
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatians Cornmlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to volce my SUPPORT of the FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. As a 
consumer and CitlZen, I feel stmngly that such a pollcy would be GOOD for Innovation, consumer rlghts nnd the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto teatures ot DW-reeeptlon equlpment wlll be a tavorable move. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be more llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable 
reeelvers and other equlpment. 

Please mandate broadcast flag technology for dlgltai televlslon. Thank you for your time 

Slncerely 

Polter VersTelt 
4441 Freeman Road, NE 
Marletta. GA 30062 
USA 
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October 11; 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemnthy 
Federal Communicstions Commission 
445 12th Sheet, NU' 
Washin$fon, D.C. 20554 

Dew Kathleen Abemnthy, 

I 
and ci'izen, 1 feel S Q O ~ Y  that such n policy would be bad for innovation, c o m e r  *to, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer elechor~ics m!M be rooted in mmufncmers' ability to innovste for thek customers. Allowing 
movie shldios to veto fennves of DTV-reoeption equipment will enable the R N ~ ~ O S  to tell technclogists what new products they can 
create. This will result in produets that don't necesssrily reflect what consumers lite me sctunUy want and it could remlt in me being 
chmged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC i0PUL.S B brosdcast flq mmdnte, I would actually be lesn mely to mate nn investment in DTV-capable receivw md  other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast fleg 
technology for digital television. Thnnk you far your time. 

Sincerely, 

Josh Steadmon 
68 1 Shaateen Bend Dr 
Winchester, TN 37398 
USA 

Writhg ta voice my oppowtion to m y  FCClnandrued adoption of "broadcast !lag technoloey for digital television. A8 a COnRumR 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, consumer rlghtq and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competktve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment will enable the nudlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalty 

If the FCC Issuee a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmii my rlghts at the behest 07 Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Tas Dlenes 
2825 Floral Ave 
Rtverslde, CA 92507 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abemathy 
Federal Communications Commisdon 
445 12th Sheet; NW 
Washington, D C. 20554 

De= Kathleen Abemathy, 

I am miting to voice my opposition to nny FCC-mnndnted adoption of "brondcaet tlag" technology for digital televiskw As a comums 
and ciben, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adofion of D N .  

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufncturers' ebility to innovate for their customers. Allowin8 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists whnt new products they cnn 
create. niis will result in products thnt don't necessarily reflect what consumere lite me ectuaUy want and it could result in me bekg 
ohnrged more money for inferior hctionnlity 

Ifthr FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Wrely to mate an investment in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pleaee do not mnnhte broadcait tlq 
technology for digital television. lhant you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Bjom Billing 
2408 Westport Circle 
Mdene, CIA 30064 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Federd Communications Commisston 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ibthleen Abemathy, 

I a m  writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &Eta 
telemsion. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nght5, and the ulhmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacmrers' a h h y  to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mone studios to veto features of D'IYrecepdon equipmentwill enable the studlos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wll result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actually wmt, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be leer likely to make an inveshnent in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I ulll not pay more tor dernces that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyuood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart tlag technology tar &@tal telemsion. ?hank you for your time. 

Sincerely. 

Julian Kongshe 
16905 NW Joscelyn S t  
Beaverton, OR 97006 
USA 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Conimunicat ions Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTB 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
vetn features nf DTB-rerention eouinment will enable the studios to tell ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~~~ ~~ =~ ~ _ ~ ~ ~ _ ~  ._. ~~~~~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~~~~ 

technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

John Lourenco 
4711 S Elm Ave 
Fresno. CA 93706 
USA 


